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SPECIAL  U.  M.  7.  ISSUE 


NOVEMBER  16,  1951 


UNIVERSAL  MIUTARY  TRAINING  AGAIN  A  DANGER  TO  AMERICAN  DEMOCRACY 


We  Do  Not  Now  Have  VMT,  in  spite  of  the  efforts  of 
the  American  Legion  and  the  Defense  Department  to  create 
the  impression  that  UMT  is  now  the  law.  The  National 
Security  Training  Commission  has  made  its  first  report,* 
on  October  29,  including  recommendations  for  legislation 
which  Congressional  Committees  are  supposed  to  act  upon 
within  45  legislative  days  after  the  next  session  reconvenes 
January  8,  1952.  Congress  was  assured  of  another  look  at 
UMT  before  it  can  become  law. 

UMT  i$  not  just  a  six  months  program,  but  conscrip¬ 
tion  for  eight  years — including  six  months  military  training, 
the  possibility  of  young  men  being  drafted  for  eighteen 
months  military  service,  and  the  remainder  of  eight  years 
in  the  Reserves,  subject  to  call  by  Congress. 

VMT  is  proposed  as  a  permanent  system,  not  an 
emergency  wartime  measure.  There  is  no  termination  date 
for  the  program  of  military  indoctrination  of  all  able-bodied 
youth. 

VMT  is  not  a  cheap  program.  Its  first  year  cost  is 
nearly  as  much  as  is  spent  on  all  primary  and  secondary 
school  education  for  all  youths  between  5  and  17,  numbering 
thirty  times  the  total  of  UMT  trainees.  The  recurring  yearly 
cost  would  more  than  pay  for  a  college  education  for  all 
students  now  in  college — an  enrollment  three  times  that  of 
UMT. 

VMT  could  not  be  put  into  fuU  operation  now.  The 
Commission  admits  that  UMT  could  not  be  put  into  full 
effect  until  later,  but  proposes  that  it  be  started  next  year 
with  60,000  trainees.  Is  the  pressure  for  action  now  due 
to  fear  that  UMT  would  not  be  passed  in  less  troubled  times? 

VMT  is  not  a  genuine  nor  adequate  peace  program. 
In  the  Commission’s  report  there  is  no  mention  nor  reference: 
to  the  United  Nations;  to  the  need  for  universal  disarmament 
and  the  international  abolition  of  conscription;  to  the  task 

*  “Universal  Military  Training:  Foundation  of  Enduring  National 
Stren^b.”  First  report  to  the  Congress  by  the  National  Seenrity 
Training  Commission,  October  1951.  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Government  Printing  OfiBce,  Washington  25,  D.  C  35  cents  in  coin. 


of  developing  security  and  order  under  law;  to  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  the  United  States  to  share  its  skilb  and  resources 
for  advancing  the  welfare  of  two-thirds  of  the  human  race 
now  disadvantaged.  If  UMT  were  a  good  peace  program, 
Europe,  which  has  had  more  military  training  during  the 
last  century  and  a  half  than  any  similar  area,  would  be  the 
most  peaceful  spot  on  earth  instead  of  the  seedbed  of  two 
World  Wars.  The  Coliunbus  (Ohio)  Evening  Dispatch 
declared  editorially  on  November  3,  1951  that  “Universal 
military  training — conscription  is  a  better  term — has  made 
two  wars  possible  in  this  century.” 

VMT  would  add  to,  not  reduce,  the  military  estab¬ 
lishment.  The  Defense  Department  estimates  that  it  will  take 
one  military  person  to  train  and  supply  every  two  trainees,  or 
200,000  men  to  train  the  40Q,000  UMT  men  who  would  be 
involved  each  six  months.  Those  engaged  in  training  UMT 
draftees  would  be  in  addition  to  all  present  personnel  of  the 
different  military  branches — Army,  Navy,  Air  Force  and 
Marine  Corps.  While  the  Commission  asserts  that  in  the 
long  run  UMT  would  reduce  the  military  establishment,  at 
no  point  does  it  specifically  point  out  how  or  where  this 
would  be  done.  The  regular  military  establishment  would 
have  to  be  reduced  by  more  than  600,000,  in  addition  to 
all  other  reductions,  before  it  could  be  claimed  that  UMT 
had  in  any  way  lessened  the  size  of  the  armed  forces.  If  this 
argument  of  cutting  down  the  size  of  the  military  establish¬ 
ment  is  sound,  will  the  proponents  write  such  a  mandatory 
provision  in  the  measure  to  be  presented  to  Congress? 

THE  PRESENT  LEGISLATION 
THE  UNIVERSAL  MIUTARY  TRAINING  AND 
SERVICE  ACT  —  PUBUC  LAW  51 

On  June  19,  1951  the  President  signed  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act  which  extended  for  four 
more  years  the  authority  of  the  Selective  Service  System  to 
draft  men  for  24  months  military  service.  The  law  provided 
that  Congress  should  have  another  chance  to  pass  on  the 
question  of  whether  UMT  should.be  adopted. 
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Congress  Must  Look  Again  At  U  M  T 

While  the  law  provided  for  the  establishment  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  for  universal  military  training,  it 
can  only  be  activated  if  Congress  passes  further  legislation. 

Chairman  Carl  Vinson  of  the  House  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  said  on  the  House  floor  on  June  7 : 

“The  most  significant  is  the  agreement  with  respect  to 
the  requirement  that  Congress  must  take  another  look  at 
universal  military  training  before  it  can  be  put  into  opera¬ 
tion.  I  stated  to  the  House  originally  that  I  felt  that 
Congress  should  have  another  opportunity  to  examine 
this  feature  in  greater  detail  and  I  am  happy  to  say  that 
the  conference  report  requires  such  a  procedure.” 

The  law  as  passed  last  June  further  provided  that  no  person 
shall  be  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
until  after: 

1.  A  code  of  conduct,  together  with  penalties  for  violation 
thereof,  and  measures  providing  for  disability  and 
death  benefits  have  been  enacted  into  law; 

2.  Other  legislative  recommendations  by  the  Commission 

have  been  considered;  ' 

3.  The  period  of  service  of  persons  under  19  years  of 
age  has  been  reduced  or  eliminated. 

The  National  Security  Training  Commission 

A  National  Security  Training  Commission  was  established, 
composed  of  five  members  (three  civilians  and  two  active 
or  retired  members  of  the  Armed  Forces)  to  be  appointed 
by  the  President  and  confirmed  by  the  Senate,  and  to  serve 
for  five  years.  This  Commission  will  have  general  super¬ 
vision  over  the  training  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  including  standards  of  training  and  provision  for  the 
moral  and  spiritual  welfare  of  the  members  of  the  Corps  . .  . 
The  Commission  is  to  submit  to  Congress,  not  later  than 
four  months  following  its  confirmation,  legislative  recom¬ 
mendations  including: 

1.  A  broad  outline  for  a  military  program  approved  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense; 

2.  Measures  for  the  personal  safety,  health,  welfare  and 
morals  of  members  of  the  Corps; 

3.  A  code  of  conduct,  together  with  penalties  for  violation 
thereof; 

4.  Measures  deemed  necessary  to  insure  the  Commission’s 
supervisory  authority ; 

5.  Disability  and  death  benefits  and  other  benefits,  and 
the  obligations,  duties,  liabilities  and  responsibilities 
to  be  granted  to,  or  imposed  upon,  members  of 
the  Corps. 


Proposed  Legislative  Timetable  —  March  1952? 

All  legislative  recommendations  of  the  Commission  must 
be  referred  to  the  Conunittees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
two  Houses  and  be  reported  out  of  Committee  before  the 
expiration  of  45  calendar  days  of  continuous  sessions  of  the 
Congress.  (In  this  case,  the  deadline  is  March  12,  1952.) 
The  Committees  may  accept,  amend,  or  reject  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  recommendations  but  whatever  legislation  emerges 
from  these  Committees  is  privileged  legislation  and  may  be 
called  up  on  the  Senate  or  House  floor  at  any  time  by  any 
member  for  consideration  and  vote. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  OF  THE  NATIONAL 
SECURITY  TRAINING  COMMISSION 

The  National  Security  Training  Commission  in  its  report 
to  Congress  recommended  that: 

1.  Laws  should  be  passed  immediately  which  will  allow 
the  UMT  program  to  operate,  though  it  is  not  antici¬ 
pated  that  such  a  program  can  be  put  into  effect  until 
the  3.6  million  standing  force  is  considerably  reduced. 

2.  A  UMT  program  be  launched  involving  800,000 
18-year-olds  for  six  months  of  basic  training.  The 
armed  forces  propose  a  division  of  this  group,  with 
50%  for  the  Army,  22%  for  the  Air  Force,  23%  for 
the  Navy,  and  5%  for  the  Marine  Corps.  For  this 
program,  the  Air  Force  will  need  four  new  bases 
and  the  Navy  three  additional  training  centers,  while 
the  Army  and  Marine  Corps  plan  to  use  existing 
facilities. 

3.  Three  programs,  which  are  now  part  of  the  armed 
forces  training,  be  used  and  expanded  for  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps.  These  are: 

a.  The  opportunity  for  free  religious  worship; 

b.  Character  Guidance  Lectures,  including  the  privi¬ 
leges  and  duties  of  citizenship,  the  place  of  the 
family  in  society,  the  development  of  a  responsible 
attitude  toward  the  sexual  instinct,  and  similar 
subjects  bearing  upon  the  basic  ethical  principles 
which  underlie  our  social  structure.  In  order  to 
give  these  lectures  meaning,  it  is  suggested  that 
the  commanding  officers  be  selected  with  sp>edal- 
care,  with  an  eye  to  high  moral  character  which 
is  in  keeping  with  the  lessons  taught  in  the  lectures. 

c.  A  Troop  Information  and  Education  Program, 
which  furnishes  information  about  current  events, 
indoctrination  in  the  responsibility  for  service,  and 
which  includes  basic  courses  for  illiterates  and  vol¬ 
untary  educational  opportunities  for  the  other 
trainees. 
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mendations  to  Congress  covering  these  matters.  Instead, 
the  N.S.T.  Commission  suggests  an  amendment  to  Public 
Law  51  which  would  provide  that  the  Commission  must 
approve  any  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  governing  the  use  or  possession  of  intoxicating 
drinks  by  trainees.  Such  a  provision  is  indefinite  in 
that  it  does  not  call  for  any  specific  legislation  to  protect 
trainees.  Instead,  it  leaves  it  up  to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  to  make  the  regulations.  No  one  can  predict 
what  the  regulations  would  be.  They  might  be  adequate. 
They  might  be  wholly  inadequate.” 

While  the  legislation  proposed  by  the  Commission  would 
provide  that  “It  shall  be  unlawful  knowingly  to  permit 
members  of  the  Corps  to  enter  houses  of  ill-fame,  brothels, 
bawdy  houses,  and  other  like  facilities  which  the  head  of 
the  appropriate  training  agency  shall  declare  in  general 
orders  or  bulletins  to  be  off-limits  for  trainees,”  no  such 
prohibition  seems  to  apply  to  the  officers  and  training 
personnel. 

Senator  Hunt  Criticizes  Gambling 
Around  Air  Base 

Senator  Lester  C.  Hunt,  who  conducted  for  the  Senate 
Preparedness  Subcommittee  an  investigation  of  gambling 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  Keesler  air  base  near  Biloxi,  Mississippi, 
said  of  conditions  surrounding  30,000  airmen  there  that  they 
left  the  committee  no  alternative  but  to  render  “an  unfavor¬ 
able  and  highly  critical  report  on  gambling  here.”  Testi¬ 
mony  showed  gambling  interests  had  so  entrenched  them¬ 
selves  as  to  virtually  control  the  economic  life  of  the  area. 
Senator  Hunt  criticized  the  commanding  general  of  the  air 
base  for  failing  to  adopt  a  vigorous  policy  to  stop  gambling 
on  the  Gulf  Coast. 

According  to  The  Washington  Post  of  October  24,  the 
Senator  commented,  “If  conditions  like  this  continue,  I  think 
universal  military  training  will  go  out  of  the  window.” 

INSTEAD  OF  U  M  T  —  DISARMAMENT 

The  United  States  should  lead  toward  disarmament  and 
the  international  abolition  of  conscription  instead  of  wasting 
billions  on  UMT,  with  its  primary  purpose  of  military  indoc¬ 
trination.  One  need  not  accept  the  Commission’s  cynical 
philosophy  that  the  crisis  will  last  for  generations,  that  war 
is  “endemic”  and  will  be  with  us  forever  and  that  little  can 
be  done  about  it  except  to  continue  the  bankruptcy  and 
futility  of  armament  races.  There  is  the  obligation  for 
unrelenting  efforts  in  new  and  creative  directions  on  the 


part  of  all  citizens  and  on  the  part  of  the  United  States 
toward  patient  negotiation,  toward  extending  the  moral 
authority  of  the  United  Nations,  toward  restraining  violent 
and  ill-tempered  speeches,  toward  using  the  resources  of 
God’s  world  for  the  benefit  of  all  mankind. 

On  November  7,  on  the  radio.  President  Truman  presented 
further  disarmament  proposals  on  behalf  of  the  United  States, 
Britain  and  France.  This  action  presents  a  ray  of  hope  to 
the  peace-hungry  people  of  the  world  which  is  not  present 
in  the  UMT  Commission  Report.  This  three-power  plan 
includes: 

(1)  Gradual,  step-by-step  disclosure  of  all  arms,  including 
atomic  weapons,  beginning  with  the  least  vital  information, 
with  verification  by  international  inspection  teams.  (2)  Re¬ 
duction  of  all  armaments,  including  atomic  weapons,  in  ratio 
to  the  production  of  each  nation  and  a  reduction  in  armed 
forces  perhaps  based  on  population.  (3)  International  con¬ 
trol  of  atomic  energy  should  proceed  according  to  the  UN 
majority  plan.  This  plan,  which  includes  international 
ownership  of  atomic  energy  development,  has  been  dead¬ 
locked  for  years  because  of  Soviet  objection  to  this  provision. 
(4)  While  discussion  should  begin  now,  disarmament  steps 
cannot  be  put  into  effect  while  war  continues  in  Korea,  and 
while  major  political  issues,  such  as  the  problem  of  a  united 
Germany,  still  divide  the  world  into  two  power  blocs. 

This  proposal  has  many  weaknesses  which  make  it  unlikely 
of  acceptance  by  either  Russia  or  the  nations  allied  to  us. 
There  must  be  more  of  an  atmosphere  of  good  faith  on  both 
sides.  Several  of  the  smaller  nations  in  the  UN  expressed 
deep  disappointment  that  the  presentation  of  disarmament 
plans  in  the  General  Assembly  served  too  much  as  an  abusive 
interplay  between  Secretary  of  State  Dean  Acheson  and 
Soviet  Foreign  Minister  Andrei  Vishinsky.  James  Reston, 
diplomatic  correspondent  for  the  New  York  Times,  said, 
“As  an  instrument  for  ending  the  ‘cold  war’  it  was,  to  use 
an  old  diplomatic  term,  a  bust.” 

We  suggest  that  you  write  President  Harry  S.  Truman 
and  Secretary  of  State  Dean  Acheson  urging  perseverance 
and  open-mindedness  and  sincerity  in  continued  disarmament 
efforts.  As  President  Truman  said  in  his  radio  address: 

“And  there  can  be  a  release  from  the  burden  of  increasing 
armaments  and  the  fear  of  war.  The  nations  are  not  helpless 
chips  in  the  tide  of  events.  They  can  control  their  destiny, 
if  they  will.  The  burden  of  armaments  can  be  lifted.  It  can 
be  done.  And  if  it  is  done,  think  what  a  prospect  would 
open  up  for  the  future  of  mankind.” 


“In  Your  Hands,”  mailed  with  this  Newsletter,  may  be  ordered  from  National  Council  Against  Conscription, 
1013  18th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington  6,  D.  C.  10^  each.  $7.50  per  hundred. 
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While  They  Are  Home  .  .  . 


See  Your  Senators  .  .  . 


See  Your  Representative  .  .  . 


See  Your  County  Political  Party  Chairmen  .  .  . 


Talk  to  Them  About  UMT  .  .  . 


GO - 


By  Yourself 


Form  a  Delegation  from:  your  community 

your  church  group 
your  farm  group 
your  club,  etc. 


°  O 


1.  Be  sure  that  you  know  the  facts  about  UMT.  The 
Friends  Committee  will  be  glad  to  help  you. 

2.  See  your  Congressman  personally  if  you  can. 
A  face-to-face  interview  is  much  more  effective  than 
a  telephone  call  or  a  letter. 

3.  Be  courteous.  A  friendly  attitude  will  create  a 
better  impression. 


4.  Think  about  what  you  want  to  say  and  the  questions 
you  want  to  ask.  If  you  do  not  have  this  well  in 
mind  beforehand,  he  may  lead  you  off  into  other, 
less  controversial  topics. 


5.  Take  notes  as  soon  as  you  return  home,  and  be  sure 
to  let  the  Friends  Committee  know  what  your 
Congressmen  had  to  say. 


NOW! 


Organize  Your  Delegation  to  Come  to  Washington 
between  January  20  •  February  20 


i 
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FREEDOM’S  FUTURE  IS 


How  will  America  use  its  great  power — to 
strengthen  genuine  democracy,  or  to  re¬ 
establish  the  authority  of  militarism  over 
all  men?  The  decision  on  Universal  Military 
Training  may  give  the  answer.  That  de¬ 
cision  is  still  in  your  hands. 


"I  should  advise  most  seriously,  if  I  were 
considering  (Universal  Military  Training) 
that  I  would  wait  and  get  through  the  emer¬ 
gency  that  faces  us  now,  and  then  on  what 
has  resulted,  and  what  exists  then,  I  would 
sum  up  the  facts  and  make  my  decision/* 
GENERAL  OF  THE  ARMY  DOUGLAS 
MACARTHUR,  to  a  Congressional  Com¬ 
mittee,  May,  1951 
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THE  CRISIS  IS  DEMOCRACY! 


Successive  congresses  have  for  years  re¬ 
fused  to  yield  to  the  tremendous  pressure 
of  various  powerful  groups  advocating  some 
form  of  compulsory  universal  military  serv¬ 
ice.  They  have  stood  steadfast  against  the  in¬ 
sistent  urging  of  professional  and  amateur 
militarists  alike.  Even  when  President  Tru¬ 
man  threw  all  the  weight  of  his  enormous  in¬ 
fluence  behind  UMT,  reinforced  by  the  ten¬ 
sion  created  by  the  times,  Congress  held  back. 
When,  in  the  spring  of  1951,  the  present  Con¬ 
gress  finally  agreed  to  this  strange  departure 
from  the  American  tradition  of  anti-mili¬ 
tarism,  it  hedged  the  legislation  about  with 
such  restrictions  that  UMT  actually  cannot 
begin  until  both  houses  of  Congress  act  on  it 
once  again! 

Why  did  Congress  do  this?  If  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  to  the  national  defense  that  all  Ameri¬ 
can  youth  be  compelled  to  take  military  train¬ 
ing,  why  has  Congress  been  so  reluctant  to 
adopt  it?  It  has  been  quite  willing  to  approve 
Selective  Service  and  huge  appropriations  for 
the  military — why  has  it  refused  for  so  long 
to  pass  Universal  Military  Training? 

The  answer  is  that  thousands  of  Americans 
have  let  their  representatives  in  Congress 
know  that  they  realize  what  a  serious  blow 
to  American  democracy  compulsory  militari¬ 
zation  is.  Too  many  Americans  have  seen 
what  militarism  has  meant  to  the  citizens  of 
Germany,  Russia  and  Japan  to  want  it  for 
themselves.  Too  many  have  given  their  sons 
and  their  money  to  fight  the  results  of  mili¬ 
tarism  in  these  countries  to  watch  it  fasten 
unprotested  on  their  own  land.  They  realize 
that  when  Congress  debates  this  legislation 
it  is  not  considering  an  immediate  crisis  in 
world  affairs,  but  that  this  crisis  is  democracy 
itself. 

Because  that  is  so,  there  is  still  a  chance  to 
defeat  Universal  Military  Training,  in  spite 
of  the  continuing  pressure  of  powerful  or¬ 
ganized  groups  that  favor  it.  But  it  can  be  de¬ 
feated  only  if  members  of  Congress  can  be 
reassured  that  there  is  still  a  strong  public 
opinion  opposed  to  UMT. 
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That  is  where  you  come  in.  The  forces 
against  UMT  are  not  organized.  They  do  not 
have  big  bank  accounts.  They  cannot  use  tax 
money  to  present  their  case,  as  the  Army  and 
Department  of  Defense  have  steadily  done. 
Only  as  private  citizens  vigilant  in  the  de¬ 
fense  of  freedom  mobilize  themselves,  can  the 
job  be  done.  Only  as  individuals  concerned 
that  America’s  new  power  in  the  world  be 
exerted  to  extend  democracy,  rather  than  to 
reestablish  a  discredited  system  of  milita¬ 
rism,  can  UMT  be  defeated. 

It’s  in  your  hands. 
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THE  FACTS  ABOUT  UNIVERSAL 
MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  real  facts  about  UMT  may  surprise 
you,  since  some  of  its  proponents  have  not 
been  too  scrupulous  about  the  accuracy  of 
their  claims.  How  many  of  the  following  did 
you  know  were  true? 

Adoption  of  UMT  would  NOT  provide 
more  trained  soldiers  for  the  present  emer¬ 
gency. 

The  Selective  Service  Act,  recently  re¬ 
newed  for  a  four-year  period,  furnishes  the 
machinery  to  draft  all  the  men  needed  by  the 
armed  forces  for  as  long  as  the  emergency 
lasts.  Putting  UMT  into  effect  now  actually 
would  reduce  the  effectiveness  of  the  Regular 
Army,  since  scores  of  thousands  of  men 
would  have  to  he  drawn  from  the  Army  to 
furnish  the  training  units.  Top-ranking  mili¬ 
tary  expert  Hanson  Baldwin  says:  “It  is  un¬ 
likely  that  UMT  would  be  invoked  by  he 
President  for  some  time  to  come,  for  to  start 
it  now  in  the  midst  of  our  present  emergency 
would  greatly  complicate  our  preparedness 
program.”* 

UMT  is  not  emergency  legislation  at  all. 
Its  proponents  are  simply  using  emergency 
psychology  to  fasten  permanent  peacetime 
conscription  on  all  American  youth. 

Most  supporters  of  UMT,  like  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Legion,  have  worked  for  compulsory 
military  training  for  many  years,  and  have 
made  no  secret  of  their  desire  to  have  it  im¬ 
posed  as  a  permanent  program.  Since  they 
know  that  in  normal  times  the  American 
people  would  never  tolerate  passage  of  such 
legislation,  they  exert  their  most  strenuous 
efforts  in  a  time  of  emergency,  attempting  to 
lie  the  two  together.  How  true  this  is  may  be 
seen  from  the  statement  in  the  fall  of  1950  of 

iNeu<  York  Times,  June  4.  1951.  See  also,  "Illusion  of 
Defense,"  published  by  the  National  Council  Against 
Conscription,  1013  18th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington  6,  D.  C. 
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Senator  Millard  Tydings,  then  chairman  of  f 
the  Armed  Services  Committee,  that  “if  we  ] 
do  not  pass  UMT  during  the  present  emer-  i 

gency  we  will  never  get  it.”*  ^ 

\ 

And  Mrs.  Anna  Rosenberg,  assistant  secre-  ) 
tary  of  defense,  told  the  Senate  Armed  Serv-  t 
ices  Committee:  “This  will  not  be  an  emer-  i 
gency  bill  but  a  proposal  for  permanent  legis-  ( 
lation.”®  ] 

Actually,  it  is  the  principle  of  compulsory 
military  service  that  they  are  trying  to  put  \ 

across,  since  the  conditions  of  warfare  at  the  j 

end  of  the  present  international  crisis,  as  well  j 
as  general  .world  conditions,  may  make  the  ( 
proposed  form  of  UMT  completely  irrelevant.  ] 
Recognizing  this,  even  General  of  the  Army 
Douglas  Mac  Arthur  told  a  Congressional 
Committee  recently:  “I  should  advise  most 
seriously,  if  I  were  considering  the  problem 
(UMT),  that  I  would  wait  and  get  through 
with  the  emergency  that  faces  us  now,  and 
then  on  what  has  resulted  and  what  exists 
then,  I  would  sum  up  the  facts  and  make  my 
decision.”* 

Since  the  establishment  of  UMT  now  would 
be  of  no  real  benefit  to  America’s  cause  in  the 
immediate  crisis,  while  it  would  complicate 
its  defense  effort,  it  is  obvious  that  there  must 
be  another  explanation  for  the  insistence  that 
it  be  adopted  now.  That  explanation  is  found 
in  Senator  Tydings’  frank  confession  that  “if 
we  don’t  pass  it  now” — during  the  emotional 
tension  and  uncertainty  of  war  and  world 
crisis — “we  never  will.”® 

UMT-trained  men  would  NOT  be  avail* 
able  for  immediate  service  in  the  event  of 
war. 

This  is  the  point  at  which  more  people  are 
misinformed  about  UMT  than  any  other. 
Modern  war  is  not  fought  by  individual  sol¬ 
diers  carrying  rifles,  but  by  combat  “teams.” 
The  training  of  these  teams  to  work  together 
is  the  hardest,  as  well  as  the  most  important 
part  of  the  training.  Since  it  is  a  matter  of  co¬ 
ordinating  the  troop  units  that  actually  are 


i  Quoted  on  American  Forum  of  the  Air,  Sept.  23,  1951. 
10.  1951. 

4  New  York  Times,  May  6,  1951. 

.*>  See  .tIso  “The  Shadow  of  Prusslanism,"  by  the  Na- 
Uonal  Council  Against  Conscription.  5c. 
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going  to  fight  together,  this  cannot  be  done  by 
UMT.  Men  who  had  served  their  six  months 
in  UMT  and  were  later  recalled  would  have 
to  have  this  training  from  the  beginning,  as 
well  as  learning  how  to  handle  new  weapons. 
What  this  means  can  be  seen  from  the  fact 
that  it  takes  from  seven  to  nine  months  to 
bring  previously  trained  National  Guard  and 
Organized  Reserve  units  to  “operational 
readiness”  when  they  are  mobilized.® 

An  article  in  the  New  York  Times  indicates 
that  National  Guard  divisions  brought  into 
federal  service  in  September  would  not  be 
ready  for  combat  until  the  following  spring 
or  summer,  despite  the  fact  that  they  had 
been  well  trained  as  individuals.  “They  had 
worked  only  in  small  units,”  said  the  report. 
“They  were  far  from  ready  to  go  into  the 
field  to  operate  in  corps  or  armies.”^ 

Even  men  with  previous  Army  training 
J  need  “intensive  refresher  training”  when  re¬ 
mobilized,  according  to  Gen.  J.  Lawton  Col- 
’  lins.  Army  Chief  of  Staff.® 

When  even  men  with  previous  Army  expe- 
j  rience  need  intensive  retraining,  there  is  not 
much  real  point  to  interrupting  the  life  of 
'  every  young  man  to  waste  six  months  (plus 
'  portions  of  another  T^h.  years)  in  training 
^  that  will  have  to  he  re-done  anyway. 

f  Universal  Military  Training  will  NOT 
1  help  to  reduce  casualties  in  a  future  war. 
i 

Official  Army  studies*  reveal  that  the  great¬ 
est  number  of  casualties  are  caused  by  frag¬ 
ments  from  high  explosive  shells,  which,  like 
£  atomic  bombs,  do  not  discriminate  between 
trained  and  untrained  men,  Battle  casualties, 
which  were  highest  in  front-line  troops,  oc¬ 
curred  about  equally  among  battle-hardened 
e  veterans  and  raw  replacements.  Other  impor- 
tant  causes  of  casualties  were  preventable 
disease,  poor  intelligence  work,  blunders  of 
»»  commanders,  and  accidents.  “No  factual  data 
X  exists  to  support  the  universally  held  opin- 
t  ion  that  the  infantry  replacement  has  initially 
a  higher  casualty  rate  than  the  veteran,” 
e  says  the  Army  Ground  Forces  study,*®  while 


6  Gen.  Mark  Clark,  New  York  Times,  Oct.  26,  1950. 

7  Feb.  11.  1951. 

8  In  a  letter  to  Senator  J.  Allen  Frear,  March  14,  1951. 
!» Infantry  Journal,  September,  1949. 

to  ibid. 
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the  Army  and  Navy  JournaV^  reports:  “Dur¬ 
ing  the  war  flying  accidents  were  the  most 
crippling  cause  of  manpower  losses.  During 
the  first  32  months  of  the  war,  the  Air  Force 
lost  3,000  more  planes  from  flying  accidents 
in  the  United  States  than  in  combat  over- 
seas.”‘* 

On  the  contrary,  ten  thousand  or  more 
casualties  a  year  could  be  expected  from 
UMT  itself. 

Actually,  this  may  be  a  low  estimate,  since 
reported  figures  on  casualties  in  “realistic” 
training  with  live  ammunition  indicate  a  two 
percent  casualty  rate.** 

If  a  million  men  a  year  went  through  UMT, 
two  percent  would  amount  to  20,000  casual¬ 
ties  a  year. 

Added  to  this,  of  course,  would  have  to  be 
the  psychoneurotic  casualties:  men  unable  to 
adjust  to  Army  life.  During  the  last  war  four 
out  of  every  ten  medical  discharges  were  for 
nervous  or  mental  illnesses,  and  60  percent  of 
these  never  saw  combat.** 

The  existence  of  Universal  Military 
Training  would  NOT  eliminate  the  need 
for  a  large  standing  army. 

Just  because  men  who  have  been  through 
UMT  need  months  more  of  re-training  before 
they  are  ready  for  active  service,  there  will 
be  no  reduction  in  the  size  of  the  regular 
army  so  long  as  international  tension  con¬ 
tinues.  A  future  war  will  be  fought  with  jet 
planes,  guided  missiles,  and  atom  bombs;  the 
decisive  phase  of  such  a  war  may  actually  be 
ended  before  the  UMT- trained  reserves  have 
been  made  ready  for  combat.  Under  such 
conditions,  no  military  leader  will  agree  to 
reducing  the  standing  army  because  of  UMT. 
On  the  other  hand,  thousands  of  Army  per¬ 
sonnel  would  be  needed  to  train  the  nearly 
one  million  boys  a  year  in  UMT,  and  this 
would  tend  to  increase  the  size  of  the  regular 
army. 


II  Feb.  12.  1949. 

Sec  also  "The  Facts  about  Compulsory  Military 
Service  and  Casualties,"  NCAC.  10c. 

13  San  Francisco  Chronicle,  Dec.  18,  1948. 

11  Toward  Mental  Health,  Public  Affairs  Pamphlet  by 
George  Thurman. 
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It  is  false  to  say  that  UMT  would 
strengthen  democracy  because  it  would  re¬ 
quire  all  youth  to  serve. 

Coercion  does  not  become  democratic  sim¬ 
ply  because  it  is  applied  to  everyone.  If  that 
were  the  standard  of  democracy,  then  slavery 
would  be  democratic,  and  the  armies  of  Hit¬ 
ler’s  Germany  and  Stalin’s  Russia  would  be 
prime  examples  of  democracy.  What  democ¬ 
racy  really  means,  when  it  is  not  being  dis¬ 
torted  for  propaganda  purposes,  is  the  essen¬ 
tial  equality  of  all  men,  which  is  flagrantly 
denied  by  the  army  officer-caste  system.  It 
means  the  right  to  choose  one’s  leaders,  to 
criticize  and  make  changes,  to  have  a  voice  in 
the  rules  under  which  one  lives,  and  to  go  on 
strike  against  injustice.  Army  discipline  is 
the  exact  opposite  of  these,  and  is  designed  to 
reduce  each  individual  to  the  role  of  a  cog  in 
the  state  machine.  Democracies  have  been 
willing  to  risk  this  procedure  in  the  interest  of 
building  an  efficient  army  during  a  period  of 
crisis.  When  they  extend  it  permanently  into 
peacetime,  and  to  all  citizens,  they  ape  the 
very  totalitarianisms  they  profess  to  abhor.'* 

The  adoption  of  UMT  would  NOT  fright¬ 
en  Russia  into  "behaving  itself." 

If  the  United  States’  monopoly  of  the  atomic 
bomb  could  not  frighten  Russia  into  acqui¬ 
escing  to  our  demands,  it  is  obvious  that  the 
mere  training  of  manpower,  in  which  Russia 
can  always  exceed  us,  will  not.  To  understand 
the  absurdity  of  this  argument,  Americans 
need  only  ask  themselves  whether  Russia 
could  build  enough  arms  to  frighten  the 
United  States  into  submission.  What  actually 
happens  is  that  each  move  in  the  armaments 
race — and  this  would  be  such  a  move — re¬ 
sults  in  a  counter  move  by  the  other  side. 
Far  from  having  a  calming  effect  on  inter¬ 
national  tension,  the  adoption  of  compulsory 
military  training  for  the  first  time  in  our  his¬ 
tory  would  certainly  increase  the  tension,  and 
could  even  be  a  factor  in  precipitating  war. 

Another  important  point  to  remember  here 
is  that  the  international  difficulties  we  face 

IS  See  “The  Facts  about  Compulsory  Military  Service 
and  Democracy.”  NCAC.  10c. 


cannot  be  successfully  dealt  with  by  people 
who  think  in  such  over-simplified  terms  as 
“frightening  Russia  into  behaving  itself,”  Yet 
this  is  exactly  what  militarism  does:  reduces 
all  problems  from  their  complex  reality  to 
the  simplicity  of  recourse  to  war  or  threats 
of  war.  This  is  one  of  the  major  reasons  why 
America  should  guard  against  exposing  all  its 
young  men  in  their  most  formative  years  to 
the  narrow  rigidity  of  the  military  mind. 
America  and  the  world  need  creative  think¬ 
ing  that  will  lead  away  from  war  and  depen¬ 
dence  on  militarism,  and  in  the  direction  of 
world  disarmament  and  peace.*® 

UMT  would  NOT  improve  the  national 
health. 

Those  who  use  this  argument  usually  cite 
the  large  number  of  rejections  for  reasons  of 
health  during  the  World  War  II  Kiraft,  and 
claim  that  six  months  of  “healthful  outdoor 
training”  would  correct  this  condition.  There 
are  two  obvious  reasons  why  this  argument 
IS  not  valid:  (a)  because  men  who  are  physi¬ 
cally  or  mentally  unfit  would  be  rejected  by 
UMT  just  as  they  were  rejected  by  the  Army, 
and  (b)  because  the  greater  part  of  the  physi¬ 
cal  conditions  that  resulted  in  rejection  orig¬ 
inated  in  childhood  diseases,  malnutrition,  or 
madequate  dental  or  medical  care.  If  the  bil¬ 
lions  that  UMT  would  cost  were  devoted  to 
improving  the  medical  care  of  the  country’s 
children,  a  real  improvement  in  national 
health  would  be  possible,*' 

UMT  would  mean  military  domination 
of  each  man's  life  for  a  total  of  eight  years. 

While  only  six  months  would  be  involved 
in  the  first  period  of  training  under  UMT, 
every  man  would  then  be  put  in  the  reserves. 
For  the  next  7Vfe  years,  in  war  or  peace,  he 
would  be  liable  for  active  service  any  time  the 
military  chose  to  call  him  up.  During  this 
time,  also,  each  man  would  have  to  serve 
either  a  “hitch”  in  the  regular  armed  forces 
or  in  some  form  of  organized  Reserve  such  as 

15  See  also  ‘‘The  Facts  about  Compulsory  Military 
Service  and  Peace.”  NCAC.  10c. 

17  See  ‘‘The  Facts  about  Compulsory  Military  Service 
and  Health.”  NCAC,  10c. 
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the  National  Guard.  Thus  the  life  of  each 
youth  would  be  disrupted  for  as  much  as  eight 
years  at  just  the  time  when  he  should  be  es¬ 
tablishing  himself.  During  all  this  time,  too, 
he  would  be  constantly  exposed  to  the  kind  of 
undemocratic  thinking  generally  called  the 
“military  mind.” 


UMT  would  have  a  harmful  effect  on 
the  morals  of  the  men  exposed  to  it. 


Army  life — and  this  would  be  a  form  of 
Army  life — is  notorious  for  having  a  bad  effect 
on  the  morals  of  the  men  who  are  drafted  into 
it.  The  abnormal  concentration  of  men,  the 
removal  of  boys  in  their  teens  from  normal 
society  and  from  the  restraining  influence  of 
home  and  community,  and  the  tendency  of 
Army  morality  to  sink  to  its  “lowest  common 
denominator”  are  all  factors.  Records  of  the 
U.  S.  Surgeon-General  reveal  that  in  Ameri¬ 
ca’s  peacetime  Army  the  incidence  of  venereal 
disease  was  37  times  that  of  similar  age- 
groups  in  college.*"  In  addition  to  unwhole¬ 
some  and  unnatural  sexual  relationships, 
cheating,  stealing,  lying,  gambling,  profanity, 
“gold-bricking,”  boot-licking,  and  irrespon¬ 
sible  handling  of  property  abound  in  the 
Army. 

Not  the  least  cause  of  moral  disintegration 
comes  from  Army  insistence  on  obedience  to 
superiors,  rather  than  on  the  forming  of  moral 
judgments  and  the  acceptance  of  personal  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  one’s  actions.  The  responsible 
person  is  always  “someone  higher  up,”  who 
makes  the  decisions,  to  be  obeyed  without 
question.  To  train  boys  to  kill,  and  to  teach 
them  that  killing  is  a  proper  and  effective 
method  of  solving  social  problems,  destroys 
respect  for  personality  and  human  life. 

Even  the  President’s  Commission  on  UMT, 
composed  entirely  of  people  favorable  to  the 
program,  wrote:  “We  must  admit  at  once 
that  a  serious  moral  problem  is  presented 
by  the  very  removal  of  a  boy  of  18  from 
the  normal  influences  of  his  home,  church, 
school  and  local  community,  and  his  compar¬ 
ative  isolation  in  a  camp  with  large  numbers 


18  See  “Compulsory  Military  Service  and  Health.” 
NC^C,  10c. 
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of  other  men  under  an  entirely  new  and  dif¬ 
ferent  environment.”** 


No  matter  what  the  name,  it  is  still  per¬ 
manent  peacetime  universal  military  train¬ 
ing. 

The  proposed  Universal  Military  Training  ^ 
program  is  now  being  sold  to  the  country  ^ 
under  the  name  “National  Security  Training 
Corps,”  to  renKJve  the  stigma  which  has 
always,  in  the  American  mind,  been  attached 
to  militarism.  The  advocates  of  UMT  know  ^ 
from  experience  that  many  Americans  are  ' 
too  fearful  of  an  expanding  militarism  and  ^ 
too  familiar  with  the  failure  of  this  system  to  ^ 
bring  either  peace  or  security  in  Europe  or  ® 
Japan  to  be  willing  to  fasten  it  upon  them-  ^ 
selves.  Hence  the  need  for  selling  it  to  the  ^ 
American  people  under  a  more  attractive  ® 
name. 


19  Report  of  the  President’s  Commission  on  Universal  |  j 
Military  Training.  | 
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THE  FACTS  ARE  THESE 


UMT  is  not  needed  now.  If  it  were  adopted 
now,  it  would,  as  Hanson  Baldwin  pointed 
out,  complicate  the  present  defense  picture. 

Conditions  after  the  present  emergency 
period  may  be  greatly  different.  Perhaps  UMT 
will  be  even  more  obviously  unsuited  to  con¬ 
ditions  then  than  it  is  now.  The  sensible 
procedure  then,  as  General  MacArthur  sug¬ 
gested,  is  to  wait  until  the  present  crisis  re¬ 
laxes,  see  then  what  kind  of  world  we  face, 
and  decide  then  whether  we  want  to  force 
every  American  to  take  military  service. 

Those  who  want  to  push  UMT  through  now 
are  taking  advantage  of  the  anxiety  felt  by 
the  American  people  in  these  tense  times. 
They  try  to  give  the  impression  that  UMT  is 
somehow  connected  with  the  present  crisis 
because  they  fear  that  in  time  of  tranquillity 
the  American  people  would  reject  compulsory 
military  service  as  they  always  have  before. 


The  real  decision  is  in  your  hands. 

The  question  of  permanent  compulsory 
military  training  has  not  been  decided. 
That  decision  will  be  made  by  Congress 
within  the  next  few  weeks  or  months.  Be¬ 
fore  that  decision  is  made  there  will  un¬ 
doubtedly  be  great  pressure  put  on  Con¬ 
gress  by  some  army  spokesmen  and  semi¬ 
military  groups.  If  the  opposition  to  UMT  is 
to  be  effective  Congress  must  know  where 
the  people  stand.  Only  a  widespread  ex¬ 
pression  of  concerned  public  opinion  can 
hold  back  the  pressure  of  militarism  and 
its  threat  to  freedom. 


Experience  has  shown  that  interviews  with 
your  Congressmen  are  the  best  way  to  ex¬ 
press  your  concern.  If  you  cannot  see  him 
^  13 


when  he  is  home  or  if  you  cannot  visit  him 
m  Washington,  a  telephone  call  or  a  thought¬ 
ful  letter  will  let  him  know  why  you  oppose 
all  forms  of  UMT. 

In  addition  to  telling  your  Congressman 
where  you  stand — share  your  convictions 
with  others: 

Organize  meetings  and  discussions,  de¬ 
bates,  etc.  If  you  need  advice  or  help,  write 
to  the  organization  from  which  you  get  this 
leaflet. 

Distribute  literature.  There  is  a  very  com¬ 
plete  library  of  anti-conscription  leaflets 
available — brief,  readable,  usually  illustrated, 
and  cheap.  Buy  them  by  the  hundred  to  dis¬ 
tribute  to  your  friends  and  townspeople,  mem¬ 
bers  of  your  union  or  church,  and  so  on. 

Write  to  your  daily  or  weekly  newspapers, 
presenting  the  case  against  UMT.  The  “letters 
to  the  editor”  section  is  one  of  the  most 
widely  read  parts  of  the  American  newspaper. 

DEFEND  FREEDOM-DEFEAT  MILITARISM 

irs  IN  YOUR  HANDS! 


14 


National  Council  Against 
Conscription 

1013  18th  Street,  N.  W.,  Washington  6,  D.  C. 

Additional  copies  of  this  pamphlet  10c  each;  $4  per 
100.  Write  for  reduced  prices  in  larger  quantities. 


f 


